RESPONSE TO REVIEWER B


	
Dear Colleague,

First of all, allow me to express my sincere gratitude for your acceptance to make corrections to the paper that I co-authored. I would also like to thank you for your suggestions and remarks which were very helpful and contributed to writing a high quality paper.
I agree with almost all of them and I did my best to implement them fully and properly.
However, there is a minor disagreement concerning the two bacteria model. We were not satisfied with our S.aureus rabbit experimental empyema model and chose a new one with two bacteria (E.coli and S.aureus) in accordance with literature data which showed over 90% efficiency in empyema induction with nine times lower concentration of bacteria than we applied.
There is only one experimental and one control group in our paper, so I  did not show them in a table. 
In addition, you provided me with highly important suggestions concerning the Discussion and Conclusion chapter. I used them and particularly stressed the advantages of turpentine rabbit experimental empyema model with 1010 E.coli, and of experimental empyema model with rabbit pathogen. I compared these models with our bacterial combination and made conclusions and answers to the question as to what are the next steps.


Best  regards,

Author.
   

